Lj'l) hJ,/UlWy\ b lu M/\M^ illvW~ W Ls O hUj . W\^/yu/*UfiA cU44£ jyJ'CUf/cc 

7/n £ 'Tk'f t'j tM. \ U J ' &u{ slr\sL- n/u t/1 du~ ~b /ujtA^fru, (J 
i4tr ^ t*-*) 
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IV. Exclusion of Oswald 
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/ 



Anyone who seeks to know about the murder of President F. 

Kennedy must first confront the myth that Lee Harvey Oswald 
shot him. The distortion of history arose from the concerted 
act of officials who with solemn oath claimed to have looked 
into the crime on behalf of the American People, but who 
instead used that trust and vantage to stifle a proper probe. 

Then they imposed upon the public a political solution as 
criminal resolution. As the Warren Report expressed its 
findings: "The shots which killed President Kennedy and 

wounded Governor Connaliy were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald." 1 

A generation of Americans have now thoroughly discussed 
the assassination and in the popular mind a belief Oswald 'Huuj 

played a primary role is so deeply rooted that to imagine he 
did not murder President Kennedy beggars reason. ^ *1 * 

Consequently when a critic casts doubt on Oswald's / 

relationship to the crime misunderstanding can be expected to 
arise and distort meaning. 

In confusion some might find an expression of dissent 



from the official doctrines might mean one thinks Oswaid 
operated with confederates, a not uncommon belief. But this 
is not the charge, the bent of the facts objectively seen, ^ 

•and the reality which underpins this brutal crime of the J ^ 

century. A starkly different point is at issue with radical ' 

implications: no credible evidence exists to link Oswald to 

wfyj 

the crime and never has. In reaching this conclusion no new 
evidence is brought forward. The old evidence lying in the 
dust and rubble of the center ring, discarded and un- 
molested, firmly fixes this fact. It is quite good, quite 
clear, and ail who played a major role in the original i 

inquir^into the President's death knew it ^ 

Major problems impede understanding. A veritable 






mountain of material blocks access to the crime, perhaps ^ 

in 



twenty to twenty-five million words .in documents scattered in 



i At ■ ' 

t 



it 



A* 3 ' 

h £■ 

a dozen depositories and collections, unindexed, lacking n/A- fp' 



either chronological order or categorical relationships, / , r/,t 

stuffed full of ambiguities and clashing facts, the whole 
consistently muddied by scores of rash theorists. And if 

%£T 



L M# 



this was not enough to give pause, a historian faces another, ^pr 
much different, probiem because an approach to the crime must 
be made through evidence presented in the official 
formulation of Oswald's guilt. Before drawing any 
conclusions one must first prove a negative that Oswald did 
not shoot President Kennedy, a logical cul de sac that can 
only be exited by critical examination of the evidence 
amassed against him. Yet, the heart of the criminal 



2 



hVlYlMlA 



dimensions of the murder is patently obvious and not 

complicated in its structure at all. 

The Warren Report's case against Oswald contains just 

six components. 2 it holds that Oswald owned and possessed a 

rifle found on the sixth- floor of the Depository used in the 

assassination. That he carried the weapon into the 

Depository that morning disguised as curtain rods. That he 

was at the scene of the crime about the time of the crime. 

That he fired the three shots. That he then hid the rifle on 

the sixth-floor. And, that he fled the scene of the crime. 

The Report built, a seemingly solid foundation for 
dll <r1 ^10 

Oswald/'s ownership and possession of the Depository Carcano. 




(1) Ownership, possession and movement of rifle 

That afternoon the police search of the sixth-floor - j > 

LdnAsMl S'rt'Uu cT) CfrVrTTh V 

discovered a 6 . 5mm Mannlicher-Carcano hidden beneath several 
cartons of heavy books. A bullet found at Parkland Hospital-, 

MW 4 31% OX Mixuwnf fo 1U Uaj 4 Wf/lMe 

CE 399, traced to the rifle*. The Commission determined that' (t 

\aJj 

Lee Harvey Oswald had purchased, owned, and possessed that AW 

rifle, {] X\ TIm. D J \jyid 4? / 



exact 



The Commi 



purchase records . « l- 

-cnM/M ttjY) }\UjX 

an "A. J. 



lission claimed to have located Oswalds lt^ 

(Xx j\/g, I M S J j> (A/f)/lU Ul'iO'&Ao > 

Is. A FBI agents fbiincr a mail order/coupon from 



coupon^ 

cano to be mailed to Oswald's 



postal box in Dallas plus the statement showing a rifle was 
f i'.ljL _ Lfuvfa VAx 

shipped photographed’ in the microfilm storage records of 



0^ 



A 






Klein's Sporting Goods Co., Chicago. Otfdreials enlarged them 
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from the 35mm negatives -a»d submitted them to a number of 

t igress ion al. 1 ! to determine if Oswaid couid have written them. 

All agreed he did. J But two pertinent questions arise here. 

-■ Can one realty make a definitive determination on handwriting 
M/X uj\c\ ww iry\ {inti tcj )Ai baUx 7 - 

based an a. 35mm negative atfd/two hundred characters of 

-%0U * J 

writing? The experts maintain a valid test can be made but an 

objective mind must be inherently skeptical of the paucity 

and peculiarity of the working papers such a decision is 

based on. But further, could someone with expertise have 

copied Oswald's handwriting? Neither the Commission nor the 

staff raised this question, yet it certainly is a sound one 

to ask especially in an era when questioned documents, 

forgeries, counterfeiting, and fakes are not uncommon 

On March 20 Klein's shipped a Carcano by parcel post to 

postal box 2915 in Dallas, rented by Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Several basic questions arise. Did the rifle arrive? The 

Commission never proved that it did, .although the post office 

Ytce-vfrf 

had an excellent way to es't'aBT"i's'fi~rtj .^Ho po sTalr e c e i p t 
appears in the records, an especially disturbing fact given 
the bureaucratic fascination with records and the postal 
system's penchant for preserving them. Why no postal 
receipt? JBu-t did Oswald pick up the rifle if it arrived? 

The Commission never placed the rifle, in Oswald's 
possession. 4 Before the Commission Postal Inspector Holmes 
testified that anyone could present the arrival notice found 
in the postal box to the postal clerks and receive the 
package. 5 The bottom portion of the form which listed the 



itH 



nafries of the individuals who could pick up mail from 'the box 
was torn off. Holmes testified postal regulations required 
the portion to be destroyed when a person closed a box. 6 
(Except, not in the instance of Oswald's New Orleans box] 7 No 
knowledge of who could pick up mail from the box other than 
Oswald is available. Failure to peg this important component 
of the case in documentary evidence marks a major weakness in 
the investigation . 

The Report places great emphasis on the fact the rifle 
Klein's shipped bore the serial number C2766, the same as the 
serial number found on the rifle discovered in the Texas 
School Book Depository. It states: 

Information received from the Italian Armed Forces 
Intelligence Service has established that this 
particular rifle was the only rifle of its type bearing 
serial number C2766. 8 

FBI SA Robert Frazier also testified that the serial 
number on that particular rifle was unique. 9 Yet, in 
Commission Exhibit 2562, a 22 page report from FBI Director 
J. Edgar Hoover, we find the serial number is addressed much 
differently : 

. . . In the 1930 's Mussolini ordered all arms factories 

to manufacture the Mannlicher-Carcano, rifle . Since many 
concerns were manufacturing the same weapon, the same 
serial number appears on weapons manufactured by more 
than one concern. Some bear a letter prefix and some do 
not 0 






7W __ 

The documentation then sustains ayf Qgp osi t/T' finding") than the 

C-fYK 

ReparX-pr-^ieii-ted . This leaves open the possibility 

the Depository rifle was a plant. 
oXyo 

The Report fails to show Oswald's ownership and 

possession of the clip and ammunition, two esential ^ 

r j^off>pone-n-t^- of_tho--lethal- weapon . The Report states the rifle 

had a clip when found in the Depository 11 . Footnote 23 

refers the reader to the sources upon which this statement 

rests, the testimony of Captain Fritz and Lt. Day of the 

Dallas Police Department 12 . In another instance of the 

Commission and its staff use of biue sky for facts we 

dlscpver that neither source contains .the information. The 
Ccy\\ Vn 

Report further comments the rifle probably came without a , . 

A</ % 

clip, but. does not account for the 'appearance of the clip, e,Jr ) 4 J 

i-^tf r^giips tinning Klein's personnel to determine if this . . 

iff cyivS^ /i-W ?! M**] /Lfrfa Jft 1 

was jndeed the fact tian^glv ing— an y indication airthoc-ifeies / 
f’Lvivf /. jUili/H O 

/ sear ch 



search _fxic— the information. 13 &~v^\ 

The same is true of the ammunition. Three bullets fired 
plus a whole cartridge in the rifle when found means Oswald 
owned four bullets. 14 Bullets are not sold by the number but 
by boxes and can be traced to manufacturer and distributors. 
Where the bullets came from we do not know. 15 Why? 

Oswald's possession of the rifle provfed equally 
difficult for the Commission to establish; it never 



-t-iated that he possessed that particular rifle. It 

U0£- 

attempted to utilize Marina Oswald to show Lee Harvey had 
rifle IrPTi is '"control but she swore that he pwned and 



■blw<3 
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possessed a coinpletly different rifle, one without a 
•l v\ 

telescope. I® The Commission ignored her statement because it 

iy hL-l -jv ufi Cyry c lyAtiy /yJ 

did not jiye with i ts "preconception 1 . 1 ^ And what would it do 

"with another rifle to account for and trace? Another tactic 

also failed when an effort was made to match the Mannlicher- 

Carcano with a rifle depicted in photographs of Oswald in a 

backyard holding a weapon. 18 The shadows and indistinct 

outlines reguired the Commission to conclude comparisons 

could not be made 19 although responsible critics have 

suggested rigorous measurements and silhouettes derived a 

negative answer. 20 , 

cU lvH0( 

4 The Report charged that the police lifted Oswald’s 

palmprint: from the underside of the barrel of the rifle after 

they had 
IWf 0 ,u\r*ty Jiu 

established p o ss es si on,. nut.when one examines t 

( - f hit (nsWftut. 

forfltiis claim ] soro t y -is-wit-h drawn -attd' - severedoubts ( raised^ 

u,. 



1 



a* 



*1 A 



a Or ^ ■ 

. |( ^ r Pepartment ^allecT ^the fingerprint to the FBI laboratory in 
Washington, D. C., three days after it^mSTIed7the rifle and 



-lire valt-d-t ty of its ■ statem ent . The Dallas Police 



' J A I 

1 hf r> other evidence for testing; it never arrived until the 

l/^ ^ 

29th. 22 FBI Special Agent Latona who performed the tests for 
the Bureau testified before the Commission that he could not 
find on the rifle any traces of fingerprint dust in the area 
or any other evidence a print had been there. 23 Lt. J.C. Day 
of the Dallas Police who lifted the print refused to swear an 

affidavit on where he had found the print.. 24 ^ JtytPic u£sh 

Having failed to affirm Oswald owned or possessed the^^^^^/^ ^ 



7 






Ca*rcano the Commission confronted the task of how the rifle 
got into the Deposi tory in a busy place with a hundred people 
moving about in irregular work patterns. Oswald certainly 
had no place to hide the gun in his tiny room he rented on N. 
Beckley Street; he had no known associates who could have 
helped him; and, he had no money to rent a space somewhere 
to store the weapon. 

The Commission decided he kept the rifle with his 

belongings stored in the garage of the Ruth Paine residence 

in Irving where his wife and two young daughters stayed. .But 

t ~r U 

that posed/^problems t bhey could not circumvent* instead irhey 
asserted on the basis of no evidence that he just 



< 



did JftIM fh / 1* IsU ft*t 



J Kl4in's shipped the rifle March 20 and Oswald left April 24 

1 | for New Orleans by bus, leaving his wife and children to 

^ .wif 1 — 

\ follow shortly. 25 ftubk ■ Pa-i - ft e moved his vri.fr- ■and children in 
!' Ap \ ' 

v i th her in Irving while Lee Harvey took his- suitcases with 

IjU l/tty-w? (Uc-t. Jfc* i fi OA 

^ NtiTfcnetj/she nor ~~MaT I na saw v t he rifle in the .luggag 
. <L jU.A'MA' Avfk: /{clK 

1 Manilla, an d / the -chl-ldren .j Jiovi did the rifle "get to New)/ 







4 






enougl/ to hold 



Aboard^ a bus? In suitcases that were not big 

4&jud!. 

i tha rifite? J -— J 



The Commission never inqudr ed . 



J/ On September 23 Marina and her ^children ,1 e Fjb New Or 4 leans\ 
with Ruth Paine who 



j naL mo ciiiva iivil cn x u hc»y vl lcauo \ 

had -^otH^ ieycd do wn^-fc^x-^uilk ...oiefii^p — * J 



qt 

— Oswald -wen t— to— Mexico. 26 He did not take 
the rifle to Mexico. 27 Ruth Paine who loaded the car in New 
Orleans and her husband Michael who helped her unload it in 
Irving did not see it — and it was heavy and irregularly 
wrapped; it was conspicuously lain on the garage floor the 
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i 



Jv" ^ rfv ^ L/Vh 

Gomfflis^iT^ _ saTd^' 8 (^Jfow did the rifle move from) New Orleansdo 



■IJc 



Irviriy? This is a c_en t r a 1 issue in the diiatge against Oswa icj^ 

j$ut carelessly tossed aside as a non-issue by the Report 

•because the Commission could not resolve it. The 

implications fly right to the heart of the possession 

^h. M*i hA\i\- 

question. h£— Oswald possessed the Carcano where was It? 

% Id-jU. ^ > 

t' re late schat Oswald Tiitched a ri( 

'l 



The Reporl 



:ide to Irving 

after work with fellow worker Buell Wesley Frazier who lived /ho 

one-half block from the Paine home. Late at night Oswald 

n \ ± to 4 J ' 

(Uhv? wen,; lnto the garage where his rifle lay unafet some blanket^ 

on the floor, dissembled It into two parts, reducing the 

' overall length.. It contends Oswald had manufactured a paper , 

-hu* UMki>h4~ F'r '*•> ulr Spj ^ ufj JuJl Uu. AaIIl /Lj 

bag at wUrtc; smirk— if home^ -and used it to rw£^p_and— tApe— efte 

jJ M© IhJruM'Irf'j fa 4, . . A , 

package toyresemble curtain rods- h n , , , , 

tf ausitif Hi let f/uu, / \L^ /VYVifVft tfy/j Ad ^ nnfar /< 

, i) , , The-n^t. ..uiorning -he-earriea the packag.e__tt), the -Fr-az^er . v 

w/ . U<. P^f w (ffa ,, , , ( vlilA\ • 

back/of Wesley s car, and rode to work. 

_ „ 1 7 AM* -y /- / 

the package contained curtain rods ^/although ' - ItyC ^ 



, » iVl 
' I 



(YT 






lie -4 

the Commission noted his room in Dallas had curtains and 

X^rods^ opFrazier parked twp blocks 4 north of the “Texas School 
" klJl iW/n/f /fe/fA 

Book Depository* lingered in the parking lot to rev his car 

flAl/tl — /M In- 

to charge the battery \^i-Lbr‘ Oswald walked toward the 

nv LjUiol'/lt •'VUs i MJ in ka iv^nLvt . _ 

Depos i. lory with the package under— h in~ a r ut-. LHe entered witfp 



/Xl 



(the rifle.^Xn irregularity pops up in the Report's narrative 
~ tt 5 

for it, next places, the rifle .on the sixth-floor just before 

U/l/m DtMrtOf ij /\£UtUi^^n cf 

noon w -hot r Oswald assembles at. At 12:30 he shoots President, 

Hsp* a dyftUMx (/) j/fxMM 

Kennedy, runs across the floor -te—a— s-taek od-booK carbons 

\A\dJk '- kAk be” krtltfio 
swh&re— he hurriedly hides the weapon by^i£dgdi^g--ib-dieb\)Uien 





Cb h‘j JrtfW C^\ lrM/> 




£cu)*e— be-xos . He then races downstairs to the second-floor 



lunchroom where luj-J^mps--4n4o Police Officer Mar r ion Baker 



as 



cending the stairs^ 2 A Th- olilt jk'fl'Ui s( 

The Commission relied on the testimony of four persons 

'flu. 

to aecoun-t'-for the movement of. the— weapon into the 
Depository. Wesley Frazier and hisjlster Linnie Mae Randall 
with whom he lived. Jack Dougherty, who observed Oswald 
entering the building, and iteoy Troy Eugene West, who worked 
at the wrapping table. 

A question directed to the preconceptions of the 
Commission and its staff must first be asked. Why on earth 
k would Oswald want to dissemble the rifle in order to take it 
into the Book Depository? He had no reason to do so; logic 
finds it irrational. The fully asembled rifle measured 40.2" 
the longest of the two awkwardedly shaped pieces measured 
34.8", a savings of only 5.4", certainly not enough to make 
any significant difference to a smuggler hoping to escape 
detection. 30 This assertion is a concoction of Luf tmenschfl // 
The Commission said he did it based on no evidence and no 
common sense at all. 

To the claim Oswald brought home a paper bag to wrap the 
rifle in we meet the serious problem of lack of evidence. 

When did Oswald obtain the paper and tape he used? Troy West 
is a reliable witness who testified clearly that no one had 
access to his tape machine^ at the wrapping t,abie, for he 

-come _ au.t- -w e t 



th -fttfzA dtp 

never left the table. 31 £he-bape~ tia c r ro h a4e-eomo -o ut . _w e t 
Cud udfL 

from th ^ distinctivel-y-ma^k-ed slicing mechanism, 32 .arid no 
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iaJ* 

to t her . Flying ^fn the -f-u-i-i: frontal face of its own evidence 
the Commission concluded Oswald got the tape from the machine 

and "% jw ,r t&y#****-** 

After making a sack Six inches tod short to hold the 

Iheut^ r- r r 

rifle how then did Oswald carry it home? Here (only -the ir^J ^ 

fa>uA It /l fay? 

testimony w o£_Er-azieF-is— ava-ilalale *and'~'bhet©— is — no- doubt — in it 

that Oswald did not have the bag with him.- 53 The bag would ' ' 

have to have been carried unfolded because no creases beyond ) V 

the folds at the top and bottom existed in lt. 3 _^ Frazier saw; , 

( /h )(l/u>uiu f'f'43 )&!■. fr* 3 /fa fa 

no bag. The Commissioryconcluded based on this as their only 

Only Wesley and Linnie Mae Randall saw the package the 

Du .mMX' 

Commission claimed contained 'cmr-tain— rods . Under repeated 

interviews and consistent testimony before the Commission the 

/faOl yifuc 

pair of siblings swore the package measured about 27 or 28 
inches in length wbtb--a--w4dih too narrow to permit the 
dissembled rifle to be inside. 36 In addition they supported 
their unshakeable testimony with two physical checks. 

f s PO 

Wesley swore that Oswald carried the package with one end 

4 • 

cupped in his palm and the other end tucked up under his 

armpit. 37 Oswald's average h^igjh and^ arm length could have n .■ , 

d hyitf 7hv> to fU&k 1L Jfoi/fx rt /A* tkfa* - 

accomodated a 28" p'ackagt' while one a yard long to fit the / 

/Wtt iv> O.mMA hfuU 4<?iM Cr-faAMf CL. Jf- fa fafafafa /u*f 

rifle would have stuck up 'several inches beyond 'the armpit, , 

.aM -Ut Um? ' 

Wesley Frffzret'- roi-ated Oswald placed the package on the 



backseat of the automobile^ and show e d. d-h e- - TOT — t he e xact 

flu /WCfMUih l-fai/Di ~/~Hi 

1-oeatioq. The FBI measured it at 28". 3 8 (The day before 
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Oswald had told Frazier he wanted to go to Irving to pick up 
some curtain rods; in the clutter of the garage lay curtain *5 



rods; on the way back on Friday morning he 



i^-k^ed the 



-package contained curtain rods. 39 Frazier had sold curtain* 

ih / 14 /d ^ * U/'fr . ' . /Vu ^" vts J\yrU vl'i'+'t jfri, VK si*' t <' 

rods, and saw^K^f^i^g ^inconsistent in- the physica/ features of 



the package with a bundle of rods 



4 0 



NT 



With this testimony as its evidence and its only 
\- ■' :U m{ id crjy-fytfx - 7W- A 

evidence* the Commission conc'ltaded^Oswald carried the bulky 

ikt t 7* i IS A' J J 1 * (y\ iVh\ ■J-k'-U lit t* / A 

package of |Ti fl e( par I s d - i s gulscd as - curtain -r-o4s — t-o work. 

Tha e v id&fhG-o— 6-imply does— ne t^--s uppoirt -su-eh-a—despar ate 

a^siiuiaLian . 

A 

c*ih' u \ 

(2) M e- ving J the rifle into the TSBD 

Only Depository employee Jack Dougherty saw Oswald enter 

the building that morning and upon his testimony ‘'the 

Commission concluded Oswald carried in the bag concealing the 
otcU Du 

rifle. "One employee," said he Report, "Jack Dougherty, 

believed that he saw Oswald coming to work, but he does not 

reme/nbef thqt Oswald had anything in his hands as he entered 0 

\S V) /vWt U/Wfit J M 1 }\ i I ~S D C'O ; ;Q t t( • L-u J /it 

the door. "4 1 Bu£— Douglierty ’ s testimony proved -6-sw-ald--en-ter;ed ^ 

em £>ty - hand ed . , Dougherty's ewp-jU^y^r-^-ga ve h im. add-LtdrorraJ 
r*’ tj Mi-W 

duties fto report an hour earlier and observe the other 

employees as they entered the Depository. -Bur 4ng h-i - s 

& i 

L^iiiuJiu^^eifttt'e-^h^^ommissio^ Joe Ball asked 4 If //\ 

tlie_Jjoi^-44an4^ "Did you see Oswald come to work that 
morning?" 42 

Dougherty replied, "Yes — when he first came into the 
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door . 



k. 



Ball asked) again , "When he came in the door? 



a 



Dougherty said, "Yes; I saw him when he first came in 
the door-- Yes." 

The- Report's use of the word "believed" then is* in 
direct oppos-itlon.„tQ. -the— ev-Menoa,^ — -^new^-it ■ ai t t> t hL-d~»be . 

e ojji 

Aifeer- asking whether Oswald had anything in his hands, 
Dougherty replied^ "I didn't see anything if he did." 

Ball queried him again and Dougherty told him, "I didn't see 

I 

anything in his hands?" 

i 

Ball pushed him, "in other words, you would say 
positively he had nothing in hihs hands?" 



Dougherty responded in unmistakable language: "I would r 

FU,U- % / k ry>W1 M ^ Urn oUi< ' 

say that— yes, sir . ‘si IV "Jo rj Jb /J HATl^ i Mi n il />^ . 

Dougherty said Oswald entered empty-handed and the 



Commission, based on that testimony a 



alone'^said Oswald carried O'U 
. , „ . j . v ft// J 




the building. Bart: what .then happened to the package? 

A ( «(•,'«) > p n-tp Cji 

Frazier saw him wa - l - k toward the building tei-i ng the p ac ka ge 

L' 



(h. J> iu /*( 

f 

rrtnpl-t -and” cupped, in. .lii^—fwrltirrDoqgherty saw /n u} j*t >?! ■ 
». w’w-U U'toltf fi4h» liGyi/Mutf /» Vw t) A L p- ^ . vy t 1^- itlit 

, him enrer/empiy handed. Be-tore- l*,m; entranco 7 do^-ir»—a- 
v'i iwM wld a /)Uil . £ Mr \ut Cl ,wf p Inn*, fr Mu. < 

/ wh er^- emp-Loy-e e s -eoulxl, store, mater iais, i t they needed /bo 

u,i\ (TThy- piith W ui-w Zfa ip j p UufruU.pu u<uuf 



j- the jo u-p-Hi 1 rr~'rad u thoro -^ — Tird L wa s f * ^ J 



can inf-er — tliat Qswa-id pn 
t^re^Trorirrtr^ . Since the police never conducted a 
systematic search of the building until August, nine months 
after the crime no candid person can say the rods were not 



i ft tbf 
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insert at bottom of page 15 



j&hsliiyh nfr 

Hot only waa it absolutely essential to -{owing Oswald's guilt to prove that he 

did take the rifle into that building that morning* it was also vital to 

a 

chek Oswald’s alibiy. The police did know, immediately, that he claimed he had carried 
only curtain rods for his Beckle^avenue room. Obviously, if Oswald had carried curtain 
rods and only curtain rods, on that basis alone he could not possible have been the 



assassin and more, much more - there was irrefutable proof of a conspiracy to assassinate 
the President. Public authority in those first moments after the assassination had the 
urgent obligation to determine whether or not the conspirators had other objectives. 

Were there to be other assassinations? hid they plot the overthrow of the government? 
Were they foreign assassins, their assassination prelude to an invasion of the country? 
Immediate investigation of Oswald's know alibi was as urgent mm a need as all 

i ^ 

elements of public authority, from the lowliest police investigators in Dallas to the 
highest echelons in Washington, faced and had to resolve and to resolve definitively. 



Faced with this most pressing need, the police ignored it entirely, 
bo did the FBI and the Secret Service. 

b'z 

A. 

With this most basic of all questions facing it, too, the Waren Commission did 

nothing ay all to get an answer until long after it had reached the conclusion with which 
£i,vn( ^j this most basic evi dence, 

it begany was writing its Report, and then realized that it couldTno longer ignore/ the 

a l2cy 

most basic fact in maiding Oswald guilty. So, it ha# the building's manager, Truly, 
asked not if any search had been made or if he had ordered any search made. x t asked him 
land pick up the exact words and exact source from Whitewash) 

ShaAyzhadzhflBcaxaxaxogegzwitHHagzxzgzhadzapjSfltusgdxaHdxhHztofltzieazifiedzMBiiegza 
Truly had appeared before the Commission and he had, tesified under oath. But 
neither the prostidegous Commission members, all eminent lawyers, nor its eminent counsel, 
had asked Tiirly a single question about Oswald 1 s package or his claim that it held the 



innocent content of curtain rods. 

instead it was all wiped out with l again use WW) a letter in which Truly said no 
more than that (and his exact words are important) when curtain rods were found they 



were',reported to him and no finding o (j curtain rods had been reported to him! 

^o, the Commission concluded what it had to conclude f ynm y tg gwn ng -.of 

ijia^^r k^pr sp a r ed^ bef or e an y.jgfla1 1nv»»*d^ULUJ]^^ po ssible 

^toTlold Oswald guilty and from its own outline of its work prepared before it had been 

&H/ 

able to conduct irt^dnvestigation, it did conclude, its preconception of Oswald's guilty 



As it said in its **eport 



on 14 



One of the two earliest books on the assassination, Jj "Osswald: Assassin °r Fall-Guy , 11 

was writen by the late Joachim Joesten, a^ German t ed b bat es 0 Unilke 

the derring-do professional investigators of the Dallas police and the FBI and .Secret 

£) lMrt.lt 6 

Service, he interviewed rs. Earlene *oberts, the housekeeper, and examined the room_ 



“(3 



Oswald li ad liad* Vhis is what he wrote: 



-ia— the—De^esTtury . 



"Oswald lied when he told Frazier that; he was returning 



to Irving to obtain curtain rods,V said th e- R e por t . 4 3 It 
-cites the testimony of Oswald’s landlady, Mrs. A. C. Johnson, 

■ lu. ,'Vutr (ft- /-ID 1-uJt /%(_ 

that. 1 the -room' had curtains. 44 ' But did Oswald “a— ro<6m— need 



<fr l njwf-/h*t 




M' 



a-jcijrt. did^and— aoga-te 



curtain; -reds ? -Xwn_. e xee-i-l^nt- 

the-Commissiun 1 a puuL ly^tra^ed-tHarece . a p mf»^qin nal 

criminal investigation ydearching for the—faets-of—t-he-murder 
wojild have clearly established whether the rpoml ark prl or 
possessed cur taias. r . pro.yid.c- an-e^IiatKHrrvB“physicaT 
description Q/ the windows and nil, r \ '-’onn^t^d 

wi.th it . /Since this would -onLy.- Wor k to Ow n l d 's - adv anta g e - the 

/ 

Commis sion and it s — staff rend e r e d this ar.oa Invi s ible -. 



/ 



In early 1964 Joachim Joesten, a German writer, wrote a 



book on the asassinatfon' which supplied the answer. He had 
■ ^/ n ter viewed the_housekeeper Far 1 erne Jd)berfcsT’~ 

With a ground-floor window front running the full length 
of his room and opening out on the neighbor's driveway, 
Oswald was indeed living, as his landlady herself said 
in the course of a 45-minute talk I had with her, in 
'the most public room' of the house. A goldfish has 
more privacy in his glass bowl than Oswald had behind 
this unbroken window front, especially at night, when 
his room was glaringly lighted by an unshaded bulb 
dangling from the ceiling. 45 

The Commission knew this. It had acquired copies of the 

^ JuA 

book, had .Joesten interviewed in Germany, yet in its Report 
//) / ' 






rwl 

\O s>/ h 

UfU^y) 



] 4 



&n IS 



Moreover^ there is a definitive, an irrefutable answer to the qu&ntesential 

question, did Oswald feel that -he needed curtains for his fishbowl of a room? 

c / 1 

Reporters and photographers from all over the world flooed into Dallas as soon as 

4 a Hell-known 

the assassination was reported* ^mong them was a photographer from the/photograhic agency 

to 

based in New York Oity, .black Star* It provides both photographs, and its photographers for 

r 

assignedent to newspapers and magaines* Its was at 1026 North beckley 

the day after the assassination and, as it happened, too a series of 35mm photographs of 
the diapfaenou3 curtains that made a fish of Oswald in the fishbowl of a room and of 
cur a tin rods being out in place to hold other curtai^ l 

O 

Jraxi it be tbit the FBI could not have learned tliat these photographs were made and 
did exist? °an it be that neither it nor any other agency nor tho Commission failed to 



th 



U. 



ask all photographers and photographic agencies for all ^ssassin^tion-r elated pictures 
they had? 

A 

Can thee have been anytuing that can reasonably - honestly - be called an investi- 
gation without tiiis having been done? 

The Fnl * a own handbook for local police emphasizes the importance of seeking and 
using photographs* vlu F " (? I (M<{ UXish \ 

Black Star's photographs are not in the Commission's records available at the 
Actional /Archives* 

Black Star's photogaphs are not included in the hundreds of thousands of pages 
of its records disclosed by the FBI in disclosures it3 represented, whether or not 



truthfully, as complete. 









jT a* 






Jhis was not because investigator effort was stinted* For example, this is what 
Commissioner and former CIA Director Allen Dulles proposed to his fellow Commissioners 
with regard to getting a copy of ^oesten^s book, which was published in and was readily 
available in the u nited States: Pick up from executive sessions 



Instead, thaxRayHxi in its Report, the Commission called £sym^d_a liar! 



yvjt it M ul^WL ^ ^ }‘ , }‘. r J XlU 

eliminated all references to thi s ^nforjiial^fi-^ we 
^any physical description of the room 

The day after the assassination a Black Star p cper t Q r 
-■ visited Oswald's room and snapped a photograph of curtains 

being hung... .Thls_.glv.es ■ the • He to -the' Report ' s statement. 

No,_cefej^ences to~thia appear-a- -m-bhe-e-vid p n t 1 ary bas . e -of the 
Commiss i o n . 4 6 



/’ / ‘ ■) 1 
(A alt ? J 



But the Report had one additional piece of evidence 
to demonstrate Oswald had pideed the weapon on the sixth- 
floor, the paper sack found near the "assassin’s window." 

- . . . i n the southeast corner of the sixth floor 

alongside the window from which the shots were fired," the 
Report says, the police found the paper sack. 4 ’ The FBI 
Laboratory developed only a latent, palmprint and latent 
fingerprint on the bag identified as the left index 
fingerprint and right palmprint of Oswald. 48 

4f»vf-4 o-wo-e valu a t e t hi s? Two photographs. Commission 
Exhibits 1301 and 1302yprinted side by side in the Report^ ahd 
purports to depict the sixth floor scene the h.,w«^ 

discovered 1 differ radically In the physTcaT layout.” Since 
they are seen by the Commission and t£e staff as evidence we 
observe they impugn the veracity of .the. discovery claim a 



V^yvpresented in tho text. On the 



Ls kattywampus to 



V^ the sill Of the window, the space iSTthe bag restricted, 

^ while on the other the boxes have a ^^ent^rrangement ■ 

It cannot, be both. Furthermore, the 'sack .appeared belatedly, 
having been not seen by several searchers 



15 



on 1b, lines d ana j 



The sentence is not correct i>o you mean 

This safiic is the only item of physical evidence the police do not claim to have photo- 
g aped in place, before being moved^. 



V^, , 1 ; 



bombing the area, although allegedly occupying a conspicuous 
h/W i w/o 



d ,/K/w 

place next to two piper,.* 0 The sack became the only physical 

by the police. 51 
?ntiar - y - facto r— is the 
fingerprints of the police officer who found the bag and held „ 

/yurt' (P* ■ j£ YL 

it up for news photographers to see do&a- not— ap pear 



item of evidence not photographed in place b; 

p r t/rQ- dr t-uc 3 

•Birt even more peculiar I n I t ri ^ pi/lHpnti; 



i/v«>vg i dV0 . 

(i S i 



'aek-r 5 - 2 The science of fingerprinting is not selective— in 



1 ts- - f unc -t- i en-i-H g P The bag 



d,x.( Mid fix/ 



markings, 

stains, folds, crumples,, it ought to have borne if it held 



ChHIhjdfd au i( v-Jlu-xU-iM' j-uid fluid U l 

the awkwardly shaped, dirty, oily /".manhandled .package o£_the 

heavy metal rifle. 53 Finally, we note the obvious, ignored 






• by the Commission, that the appearance of Oswald's prints on 

any object on the sixth-floor is not to bo soen-^as unusual 

C-wi, ylvw {id’ /'L+fUi'-d yivl/W- fv kfUAi tlx .(/(X-<_~J Dim/-. 

,4«rr he worked therea—hTs W i-ntel-e>uetrh~T7r^ f nmVd ' 

tSyty-/ t pact 

The Commission never established that Lee Harvey Oswald 

L *v K tr\ 

owned, possessed, or stored ^.the Mannlicher-Carcano rifle 

v y tLutrsL Jurf 1L w-tia* ih / 

found in the Depository. It f a 1 l^ecITpr^q^fflo n at r-afce--h<w--h e / 

tY'lti i/f 'pW'vv iWrv nM Ut J < 

cothL<L iiaA/e-^nK>-vexi--4i4e--i? ^ipnn frhm Try -t ug [n hhp, nppncii . b ^ y- and 

U'h Uu JUJ Hk /)u s/t U' fyifytfcf 

conclusively provbd the opposite ;- tha ( r ~ h cr did not . / 



(3) The placement of Oswald 



o> 



1#/ h 



the time of the crime. v , 

To b { Cebu h i'Mh * - LvHO f rtf fhf U'YVl'iWl'fO Yi'r 

The gtewm-i- s c ion— i iao- 1 ho t asii- -od ptac irrg -hee— H a E-ve y - Oswald jj.lt cx 

on the sixth-floor of the Texas School Book Depository ZLfc- 

/iLet't*W , flu! nrfo 

•fche time of the a ssasiinAfc i on , -a probleinrfhade more onerous by 

G0St)u/- 

the la«k of positive evidence and the abundance of negative . 

<ff fic-fiM 

evidence. Shortly after 12:30 a number of Oswald's co- 



Md 



.»» Uo h J'I'u cj u/-& ’ ///■ 'S'.r 
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workers on the sixth-floor left for lunch, racing down in the jLcuJ 

flvM t 1 

two elevators,, iea-vin^ Oswald stranded on the fifth-floor 
calling for them to send an elevator back up to him. In the 
"testimony of one of the co-workers, Charles Givens, ,the 
Commission turned up a witness who they used to a£-fdri?m Oswald 



w ^ on the sixth-floor ’ >us-t before the crime. Givens, the 
Report noted, discovered after reaching the first-floor that 
he had left his cigarettes on the sixth and returned to fetch 
them. From the elevator area he saw Lee "walking away from 
the southeast corner" of the sixth-floor "at approximately 
11:55 a. m." 54 It concluded by observing: "None of the 
Depository employees is known to have seen Oswald again until 
after the shooting." 55 

j From five minutes before noon until 12:30 Oswald 

j 

/ remained on the sixth busily assembling the rifle, making a 
/ barricade of. boxes around the eastern most window facing Elm 
Street, sighting in the scope, and lurking in the shadows for 
the expected 12:25 passing of the motorcade. He needed the 
\ t ime . 



Severe strictures must be levied against the testimony 
of Givens. He provides a picture of a different Oswald than 
the man in the scene his co-workers gave the Commission. 

They were young people full of zest, scrambling for lunch 
with banter and comraderie, Oswald in the midst. 56 We also 
note Givens testimony and witness changed radically over the 
five months of his interrogation by city and federal 
authorities until he testified in April 1964. 5 7 On November 
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on 1b 



t 

Do you clean in the penult graf that according to the Commission Oswald had that time 
iii which to do those things? <uid he could not sight the scope without firing the rifle 
at a target* 

The next graf begins by saying that "severe strictures must be levied against" 
^ivens "testimony*" Not all is testimony and not all is to be refuted. Or is false* 

■^ou ignore what it is know th$t Oswald had said to the police ihat does prove 
where he was part of this pe riod of time: he saw "Junior" walk past where he was. 
Jarman's testimony confirms what Oswald tolu the police. 

I've forgotten what Howard and Sylvia said hbout this but I think you should 
at the least reread this part of "Whitewash. 



2.6, 1963, FBI Special Agent.'; Will Griffen and Bardwell Odum 
interviewed ham to report that: "On the morning of November 
22, 1963, GIVENS observed LEE reading a newspaper in the 
domino room where the employees oat lunch about 11:50 A.M." 58 
The domino room is on the first floor. 

On February 13, 1964, in response to a press rumor of a 
Negro being held in protective custody FBI SA Robert 
Gemberling interviewed Lt. Jack Rev.il] of the Dallas Police 
Department. Revill told him: "Givens had been previously 
handled by the Special Services Bureau on a marijuana charge 
and he believes that Givens would change his story, for 
money." 59 This statement lay buried in the archives of the 

■U 

Commission. Tep days later Commission assistant counsels Joe ' 
id h W OA k t 

Ball and Dave Belin jfssiied a joint report summarizing the 
/ ./, ?i -Ch , 

state of the evidence so far. In it they noted Givens placed 

Oswald on the first floor at .1.1:50 a. m. 60 On April 8, 

1964, Belin took Givens' sworn testimony in a deposition with 

no one else present except the court, reporter. 61 The 
U i-UU'lQ 

testimony from this session p-L^pprl Oswald on the sixth-floor, <j.-f 

li t l t A V* 

and provided the Commission with its only evidence. 

. vv3 I f 1 t^V. 

Qi P- V, V / -' Without a strong, thorough, discussion on why Givens' 

..... ;Vt/ testimony varied so startlingly and an explanation on the 



jv/UA - > charge of false witnessing for money, little credence can be 

I .1 

accorded this central link in the Commission's chain of 



W 1 t ‘A 

, N / i/t-t J evidence . 

f-rf/ 1 , , A final, effective, dcmolishment of the Givens testimony 

I > la hi 1 • 

/)i^ [ J comes from an examination of how he saw what he said he did 

f ' 

^ y 



A 



from the eleTvator area on the sixth-floor. 62 The Depository Uhlj u 

rl** VU'A-Tt' iiir fktj U{‘ flu t,w j! C a \tW */ ir/do fK % M4-fc^\U*a 

. * was, engaged in a floor relaying gob with staicks. of books V 

J ,U4$\ 4,1 il< 'V 1 k rt* 7 I'V iki -LtirUi-* ,U-W HirfiUfi . e CtiTuty IJ\Jh llAH. 

pfled up blocking Giv/ens vision toward the east; he could r)ot 

//. /*-< 

A* UfC'-i ii'U 




a physical check on the allegations to see if they meshed, 
but Belin and the commissioners did not examine the reality, 
taking it. as it were on faith and a faith resting on the 
necessity that Givens must see Oswald. 

ii^ 

Three witnesses confute the Report's claim that, no one 



1 

.7 ha 

1 4 AjP - 

ff" 

\ i Apt / y]r\ /• 



, i V 4 / \jL 

I uyU'i.Csf' ^ \t-iA 

lU /fh/'H-n 



else saw Oswald during 



l/’h. 



I 



CiU -l 



xe i 11s 55 t^l2:.30. They 

^ 1 .’ ji iii j .< i 

place hi in on the first floor. At Ql Bi .f.l Shelley raced 
down on the elevators with the crew and he later saw Oswald 



on the first floor near the telephone. 64 The Report ignores 

C vU jti/X 

his testimony. 65 Commission &taf.for Ball twice questioned 

employee Eddie Piper. 66 Piper related he saw and spoke with 

Oswald on the first floor at "noon." The Report does not 
ofvuo ( lC 

mention b i r. .qoU-rl testimony*, i>u-t dismisses him in stea d as a 

Ui{ v> 

"confused wi tness,, "< an unwarranted characterization of a 

witness who carefully described a serp.es of known events 

TTu . ift f 0 Jims' ✓'H? 

accurately, but who clashed with Givens' peculiar witness. 67 * 

IK a- ^ — fb .OIIJJU'H iuU \ " U^u (f if iLO-CirJfti — 

, ^IW^>ldtif L d wdtnes-s- made a shambles of^the official 

ft ' Fe' ,< 

scenario. Mrs. Carolyn Arnold's statements Bho-wgii never made 

it .into the Report or the 26 volumes of printed evidence. 68 

if I On November 26, 1963, FBI agents spoke with her. Their P(A~ 

' *Lf • 

r o La i i o n of what she said ■ment ioned hp had left her office in 

p 

the Depository "between 12:00 and 12:15" / to go downstairs and 
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on 20 



t 

In March, 1504 the Commission sent the FBI back to get the answers to specific questions 
from all depository employees/ It interviewed then Mrs. < Arnold on the 18th. Instead of 
asking her to write ya* her answers to the Commission aftquestions out herself, the FBI 
followed the practise of writing what it wanted of what she said out in long-hand and then 
asking her to sign it. Consistent with what becomes apparent in what the FBI did in its 

/ 

first report, quoted above, the FBI built into the statement she was asked to sign a simiar 
error. She would not sign the statement without correcting this error. 

Prom her Al ar£h intei-view it is apparent that Mrs. Arnold did not tell the FBI in 

. t < / let'll'' fe/T-J stiff . 4 Jy M 

November that she ,saw Oswald at about 12:J^5 p.m. , aTffioug-i this says. 

In this March mpo»t* the FBI served th<r-saiiie-Tflj^ mistake , if that is the right 

/f kl\U>i , . 

word* in-nnka ng her to sign a statement in which she said she saw Oswald at about 12:25 
A.M . In her own handwriting she corrected the Ml^i^tondwafitton statement for <her to *si#a- 



to make it after nooil, not after midnight f 



The official story is that the rifle was disassembled. T/^e Commission got an FBI 
expert to reassemble the rifle. It took him six minutes. Now, with Oswald on the first 
floor at about 12:25 p.m., oT five minutes before the assassination, it was obviously 
impossible for him to get to the back of the building and then ascend six Stories in the 
very slow elevators or rush up the stairs and then rush back to ~he front of the building 
and then spend at least six minutes reassembling the rigle when there was only five minutes 
before the motoraede was there/' More over, if the motorcade had not been late, it would have 
passed the TSBD before Oswald could have left the first floor. yT I'M ^ iU ^ ? 

^p, the FBI could not tfa gve have Oswald on the first floor at 12:25 P.M. First 
it had him there are 12:15 P.M. and then it tried to give him time for his rendezvous 
with destiny by giving the time as 12£f^5 A.M. 



0 1 

view the motorcade. The^ reported she said (she "caught a 
fleeting glimpse of LEE HARVEY OSWALD standing in the hallway 
between the front door and the double doors leading into the 
-warehouse . . . she felt it was OSWALD . . . and believed 

the time to be a few minutes before 12:15 

PM . " 6 9 



^ we 



Qn. March. 1 8 , 1 964 , the FBI took a statemen t from her as 
well as other employees. She wrote on her account the 
following sentence: "I left the Texas School Book Depository 
at about 12:25 PM.'" 70 The statement is in her own 
handwriting and not a paraphrase of FBI agents reporting, 
notorious in the Commission inquiry for lacking fidelity to 
the original^ Much weight must be accorded to the 12:25 

Arnold J^tfne 

'j The commissioners and the staff never followed through 

. J\\ n with the information she gave, interviewing companions, 

. v ii J y 

examining the detaiis of fact, and so forth, as one would 
normally expect in a murder investigation and from ordinary 
common sense. Instead they left the material in the great 
mass of unpublished matter turned over to the National 
Archives. Several implications follow from her testimony. 

Before the Commission FBI agent Robert Frazier estimated 
it took six minutes to screw the pieces of the rifle together 
with a dime acting as the driver. 71 A time of 12:25 meant 
Oswald could not have been ready on the sixth-floor at 12:30 
to shoot President Kennedy. He would have to go up to the. 
sixth floor, assemble the rifle, sight it in, and shoot, an 



0 

u 

\ls 

f/ 

JL 1 ' II 

; ,i A 

•v 






20 



li 



I i 



absolute impossibility. At the same time Arnold's sighting 

of Oswald near the entrance doorway supports the evidence 

found in a photograph taken by James Altgens of the 

Depository entranceway. It shows a man which appears to be 

Oswald standing in the doorway to the rear of the crowd 

looking at the motorcade pass . 7 2 

' ’ T ^ e Comm ^ ss ^ on an< ^ also operated ;in a 

\V }\ .^deceitful manner when they claimed no one had seen Oswald on 
y r * ’ v 






VC the first-floor between 11 : 5 r > and 12:30 yet had operated in a 



i i 



r. manner to seal off any information that might contradict 

ijjyt 

( ^ jr their congenial premise. On March 16 J. Lee Rankin, General 

V A i / 

t.Jv, |A Counsel for the Commission, directed the FBI to contact each 

jr' V $ 

^ person known to have been in the Depository on the 

./x ^ \ . assassination date and ask them six specific questions and no 

u)M 

'LC others. 73 Question four asked if the employee had scon Lee 



ft yu 



,K. w» 



Harvey Oswald at the time of the assassination, 12:30. No 



V V .jV' questions were to asked if they had seen him prior to 12:30, 



! 




'\{y 'V' f rom noon onward or in the morning or the day before or 



At/V anything else. 



j i 

•• 1 






The FBI strictly followed instructions in taking the 73 



! i ^ \i statements, only Mrs. Arnold's erred when she on her own 

™ I V v\o 

yu included the 12:2.5 sentence. None of the 7 3 said they had 
seen Oswald at the time of the assassination. 74 Obviously 

' \! , 

W>Y 



,/Vn they had come out to look at the President of the United 
States and not to glance around to spot persons they might 
recognize. This is the nature of the search for evidence of 



Oswald's presence, patently a non-search made to provide a 



H ,LU 0 < l/L. cocncc , 

V rt) Vi V ^ ^ Kyi 1 
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The police claim they did not tape record their questioning of Oswald, They wetfe 



questioning him to get a confession but even the Commission had trouble with pilice 

4/ 

questioning to get a confession an/ then not have the confession recorded. °o it asked the 
homicide chief, the late Captain Will fritz, why he did not tape record the^swald 
x - —■ 8 — 3* It accepted his non sequetur response* he had a tape recorded in his 




budget but it had not been approved. 

If by any remote chance the enti *e Dallas police department did not have 
tape recorder, and if by no less ^aj^emote ^ chance the district attorney's office did not 
have a single one to lend Fritz, and if there had not been a single tape recorder any- 
where else in the Dallas city, county or State dffices, they were sold, even in corner 



drug stores, and they were quite inexpensive. 

So, first we have the police trying to get a confession ±t would not have recorded 

UruJj 

and this after u sw^ld' sfpublic and reported protest of "police brutality" yet, and then we 

find that while its people did make notes on their questioning of Oswald and of his 

responses, they just destroyed their notes. F aC h and every one of them. 

ka a result, we are limited to what the police say they later put on paper of what 

Oswald said in response to their versions of the questions they say they asked him. 

It would be nice to know when the police decided to get rid of the histroically and 

legally important notes. Was it, for example, after Oswald was killed, after the police 

knew there would not be any itxial of Oswald at which they'd have to validate their 

£ 

testimony from their contemporaneous notes. 

^iks it is, those present at the questionings give inconsistent accounts of what 



he was asked and said, 



patina of science with the purpose of obscuring the purpose 



The police destroyed or otherwise did not keep 
transcriptions of its interrogation of Oswald, so we do not 

r^giilly-^ k no w - what he --fr a - id — to Lhenn Tire" of f lcldl present on - 

tixid_sj^Ler a] accas i-on-s ija v e ~ dif Tbreiit _ 'repo r t trTrf ~wha tr^e~'~-s-ai4- r -. 

j?ut throughout them runs a consistent thread that he told 
them he ate lunch in the .Lunchroom on the first floor, the 
domino room where Givens originally had placed him. Oswald 
reported seeing two Negro employees walking together. One he 
named Junior, the other he described as short, but would 
recognize if he saw him again. 75 

James . "Junior " Jarman and Harold Norman, the two, 
independently of Oswald's comments and without knowledge of 
them, told authorities they twice got together in the 
lunchroom. They met once between 12:10 and 12:15 and again 
from 12:20 and 12: 25. 7 6 The coordination of Oswald's account 
and their stories provide Oswald with a solid alibi. The 
Report failed to relate this aspect of the evidence, although 
on several occasions it used Oswald’s alleged comments made 
while in detention against him. 

(5) Oswald in the window 

Only one witness put^Oswald in the easternmost window of 



of placing him on the sixth-floor of the Texas School Book 
Depository the evidence be damned. 




(4) Oswald's alibi 
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the School Book Depository during the assassination, Howard 



Leslie Brennan. He was an impossible -to -believe figure, a)» in * Ctttnf 

C ^ * A i t Li *'! a iV^ Uf Sj Ij&Uy > 

disaster, a man who^iiT normal conduct of affairs^ would havp / 

CY) u, ~ U/£-u(s({ 

been rudely dismlssed,.a of adver oar ial - law 

/u i i » W*' tf'U ( 

cr ushcdffiy even arnbylceaTtorney during cross-examination. 

Cj i y u j u f* c^jt j 

Yet the Commission lauded his testimony^ commissioner who 

l d k /vm* - JJLi c+Al 

becamer^FesTlent of the United States ^called him the most 

important witness the Commission had! 77 
,XytF \ iw / H 

Brenriah^^e^bh a s m a ll brick wall on the south side of 

Elm Street 1^2XLfTu^ directly across from the alleged assassin 
i> c A v i 

wato ted^he^Presidential Motorcade. He testified. 



JLj J.ll I U l.l. C I 

u !i 'l?°- /w/vvn CX t iu /* + c 

window t" 



„ JcHw 



said the Report, "that Lee Harvey Oswald . . . was the man he 

saw fire the shots from the sixth-floor window of the 

Depository Building . " 7 8 
vb/f' 

Ile^aw~^ba-man during the 6 to 8 minute period before 

, /u: M'v rf h 

the assassination cleave and return to the window "a couple of 

\ • ylt 

rimes " JHeTOlanced up to see the /man aim for the third shot .U/'U.Cc 
’j: Lot b a, ^ liCeXf i'Y) /K< pt6*7l ///> i, /*•< 4H*'/ . 7; /T j. \/\ /A-* 

man a tao.d^ r es^ejLiigi^^^,,L■ the- left-window sl-Ll , f ir ed . 7 



,uK‘( lUrf fnc 



fhh 



J (U i Jxt 



. lingered^ and rdisappeared . Brennan also^saw three black , 7?i -f' K 
emgtbMf&es-- on the fifth-floor b elo w peering out of a window 

(UitM • '' 

1 He described the man on the sixth -floor for the Commission 
which, the Report said, matched the description of Oswald. 

What was the reality? He testified to a physical' 
impossibility when he said the assassin stood to shoot. 79 
A shooter would have to fire through the dirty double panes 
of glass to stand and fire. The Commission apologized for him 
by noting the assassin knelt and Brennan mistook the stance 
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insert on Z$ 



Brennan's was a Mu$t and Jeff "match." His description of the man he said lie 

saw is / o St T <i(. ilrU'J. i 



O'inUl'Aj 



Oswald was five feet nine inches tall and weighed pounds. 

To the Commission's certain knowledge, Brennan te^fied to a physical impossib- 
ility#^ windowsill on which the allegedly standing man rested hi 3 rifle was only 17 

inches t check number to be sure) -from the floor. -Jven a shrimp among dwarfs would not 

on a windowsill only 

have been able to rest a rifle/a foot and a half above the soles of his feet andf still 
be standl!n^ when he fired it# 

Moreover, had the alleged assassin not been stunk a dwarf but had been, as Brennan 

J a .<• l 

iti -swore, tead _ feet, _ inches tall, had he fired a rifle while standing he would have 
surpassed the fabled Harry Houdlni^iU xthatxtrtgkitig sf or he would have fired a bullet 
through two thickness of glass and left no hole in either pane, the lower half of the 
window being raised. 

The brothers Grimm had nothing on Howard Brennan! 

The desparate Commission, having no other “witness" to the shooting, sought to 
Cilc hsmtsf * 

apologize fro Brennan and to explain his mythology into reality by stating that Bxhjuuoi 

° )hr 

Brennan's candidate for assassin was really kneeling, not standing, and he had fired the 



A 



rifle from a kneeling position# 



This required a choice of magjcsxxthntxihg , depending on whether or not this 

09 ^ '/J\,i lr a us i U( . /uj #/ Ji n i •[ 'h 

assassin of mythical prowedsete was leaning forward f^either he had to have been able to 

see through the solid wooden bottom of the raised lower half of the window while he 

jlj/‘ /VhXitU^ 

sighted the fatal shot or that he not sight/the rifle at all and merely fguessflfc in 
pointing it while making his guess on what he saw, with the rifle below the bottom of 
that lower half of the window while ^peering through the dirty pane of glass# 

Hither way, Houdini is put to shame and the Commission has invented a new science. 

•fir. 

And this without regard to Brennan's sworn attributions of e>en greater mythical 

prowed^ to his assassin who had-“had has no equal in Either history or mythology, that 
his standing assassin also sat "sideways on the windowsill. ••# I could see practically 



c. 



f 80 

his whole body, from his hips up." 

The Commission's only eyewitness who "identified" Oswald as the assassin also had 
x-ray vision because Brennan wh* looking up from 66 feet below that windowsill and his 
assassin was inside the building that had a very tliiok wall, 

about 16 inches thick. Brennan had to see through thosa^toioka~all tlia f thickness of 

i‘ */ 

solid brick$ to see what he rf swore he saw. 

T 

^nd this is to say nothing about the fact that had his assassin been siting on the 
windowsill he'd have been outside the window, which had no sill on the inside of the 
window* 



Brennan certainly was a see— er to have seen what he swore he saw and the Commission 
credited*^ W\ >v\ /si 

But his sitting assassin would not have been a see-^r because the bottom of the 

lo ^ er "" Jkf/unr (Xlli 

raised/nalfl of the window, solid wood, would have been inature the assassin's eyes abd 
he ' d have seen nothdLng^^M^- 

• i 1 • < 4 j i 

But didn't ^rennan alone" see" enough for them both? ijcf ,/mj. y J iuT ^ ' 

as the Commission in its Keport said, as quoted above, Brennan "saw*’ the shots 

fire(d) from tlie sixth floor window. ♦•" But when in his testimony Brennan was 

asked by Commissioner John J. McCloy, "Bid you see the rifle dischargT did you see tlxe 

reeoli recoil or the flash?" Brennan responded with an emphatic "No." 

.to t he Comm ission 

Having denied?seeing the shooting the Commission in its Report said he had testified 
to seeing, Brennan stated both explicitly and by inference in later interviews, the 
^pport having abide a celebrity of him and his vision, that he was watching the sixth 



floor when the last shot was fired* Brennan added a new dimension to vision when he told 
CBS News in <mgust, 1964, what he had to have seen from behind his £ear on the left side 
of his head, that "THe President's head just exploded" when the last and fatal shot* 



Nature - has--neyer endowed any eagle with such vision, tote able to look steeply “up — ^/- /n 
^0 l irv u Y v 1 U *10 cL <j u 

and directly to the front while /looking and seeing down andVtcT the'^ft T -s toul t an eous-ly 

. f f 1 — 

and- with such remarkable clarity* and the distances /the assassin was 66 feet^in the 



for a kneel, but this Is not true for he stated prior to 
12:30 the gunman stood and sat "sideways on the window sill. 



Nor did Brennan see the rifleman shoot Commissioner 
McCloy asked Brennan during his testimony "Did you see the 
riile discharge, did you see the ^recoil or the flash?" To 
which Brennan gave an emphatic, . "No. J' 8 1 Brennan stated 
explicitly and by inference in later interview^ t^ht he was 
watching the sixth floor when Lhe last shot was fired. 82 But 
in August 1964 he told CBS News that "The Presidents head 
just exploded." 83 lie could not have been viewing the assassin 

i . . — 

and the P res ident at ..the -game time. He lied. 



Irt.-the middle of the -afternoon Brennan...went- home,, viewed 



where_ lie swore he could not pick him from. the line-up. 8 4 Then 
lie admitted lying to the police a few weeks later and said it. 
was" Oswald . 8 5 Then he vacillated, then he swore it was. 86 To 
the claim of Brennan that fear of a Communist plot made him 
lie the facts of his activity prove that to be a contrived 
scheme to enable him to explain his untruthfulness. He swore 
in affadivit before the November 22 line up that he could 
identify the man he saw; he knew that others were being 
interviewed as witnesses and he was not alone; he spoke with 
press, appeared on televison, and was featured in an October 
2 issue of Life magazine--none of which is the mark of a man 
afraid. 87 But this aside the extraordinary fact he saw Oswald 



. . I could whole body, from his hips 
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air and about 120 feetfrom Brennan's front eyes while his victim was a little farthur 

from Brenan's side-of-the-head, back eyes. sLflt /y\ .lluU ^ x • ^ ^ 

J hfr .. 






Owt imagine what Brennan could have "seen" if he had not required new eyeglasses!** 
(you can get the ci^ from WW) 

Brennan's alleged description of the alleged assassin that he saw/ did not see, 

fire the fatal shot having been broadcast by the police, Brennan went home, viewed 

Os ..aid twice on TV, and then went to the police station to pick, his assassip out in a 
84 Cc i i/( t. » * u tT a i 1 , 

lineup in which from all oth^r accounts identification of Oswald "was virtually automatiCw 

^er^Ihsdsted that ho could not identify the assassin in the lineup arranged by the police 

for Oswald to be unmistakeable. 



Ounn^ At\ 

A few weeks later claimed te-4iave- lied at the lineup and did "identify" 

85 

Oswald to the police. 

(YOu next say what I do not understand, " Then he vacillated, then he swore it 



As Brennan could "see," so also could he "explain." V/hai he "explained" is his 

statement to the police at tlve lineup t/?e evening of the assassination^ that he did not 

recognize the assassin in their lineup. It was, he said, because he feared he'd have 

been killed by "communist" plotters. How did he know? The Secret service told him! ** 
Again, get cite from 

Having been told by theSecret Service that he wa$ afraid of a Communist plot that 

Pjj r* <ir f 4.a 

would kill him, -^ranna^was only selectively afraid. He spoke to the press, he was in- 
terviewed on TV, he was featured in the October 2 issue of LliFK magazine, and of 
course, he was a ‘f^aiturfid witness before the Commission, which wqs to add to his public 

fame in its Report and in publishing his testimony. In all he was a brpve and entirely 

87 ( ti ii ii yJ u<i 4 ju i / u It/ t 1 1 jt~ 

unafraid man. His fear was limited to the evening of the crime, when he re fu se d t o 

.. i- 

identify Oswald and swore to /his inability. That was the one and only time his 
fabulous vision failed him: he had after the assassination and before the Unup 
lineup, see 5 0swald twice an TV. Ho wonder he could not identify him! 

Incredible as Brennan's vision (and visions) were, for some reason and a 






0 



1 



reason in its extremity the Commission validated, it lacked complete faith in this truly 
remarkable and entirely unequalled vision. To be able to accredit Brennan's genius, the 
Commission staged a re-enaotment. Here "staged" is not a figure of speech. The Commission 



counsel wlio ,1 handled it, David Delin, later headed the Kockefeller^ommission that was 

appointed by President Ford to investigate and report on the CIA's excesses. Ford got his 

lqsting appreciation of ^elin's rare talents when they were associated on the Warren 

ommission. (Belin even letter authred two books in each of which he said the Warren 

Commission was right simply becuuse it said it was right and all else, all othr authors, 

• iVivl vV- 

were wrong, (were commereializers and sensationalists* T 0 prove that the Warren Commission 

was right because it said h it was right fidlin limited himself to what he selected of 

what the Commission published, fce entirely ignored about a quarter of a million pages of 

records the FBI had been compelled to disgorge by Freedom of Ifjhromation Act lawsuits it 
T/v ’/V\ j ty 

had resisted wirtirall -4*hfv efforts i in the federal courts.) 

The Cithern face of the TSBD building, the one Brennan was facing, t^at, is, with ; 

fust, V\SU wifrU* b'llffa / l** 

those of his eyes ^n the front of his head, had 84 widows, arranged in pairs. xl i(\j , * 

Taking a page from the polity lineup 
CVWMa y 4 it Wl CifU /hi 
honcho on the deal, s-onght to make -proper 

as we soon see, ^underestimated Brennan's vision. It was arranged for all Except thee- 'thru. 



lineup book, the Commission staff, with -Selin the 

/7k JUj ^ 

oper identificalffen^automatic. But in this», alas, 



.yjjrzx 



windows required for automatic identification to be closed. That should have made it 

/ it au/y^to 

,ea^y f,or -^rennan. like ^renrmn, beemujr evenlf that .1 0,4 if- 

T he loused up. 

On the sixth floor the only open windows were the easternmost pair, the easternmost 
of those two being the one from which -^rennan swore he saw/did n<rjmee the fatal shot fired. 

On the fifth floor, the three black employees were at three of the four windows in the 
Easternmost ^pair, the first, second and fourth easternmost. (This requires clarification, 
as from left to right, and I'm not taking the time to check) Three employees, three \ 12 dno~ 
open windows, simple arithmetic. But not for ^rennan*/who had sworn to what he said he 



did see 



5 



I n directing Brennan to mkHX encircle on the lag© print of thr£ picture he 
handed Brenaan the windows in which the assassin and the three black men wefe, £elin 
made a broad hint about openness# 

Brennan took the hint. <uid how he did! 

With the three employees he saw in each of three open windows, at least in his 

lUr * 1 

testimony, he encircled only ^the single closed widdow of that^pairjof windows! 

The hint fresh in mind with regard to the assassin, one man at one open window, 
whether standing or kneeling, still one man at one window, Brennan encircled both 

On 

of the pair of easternmost windows on the sixth floor. 

One man simultaneously in irwo open windows and three men simultaneously in the 

one closed window when the correct three were opened ^TEhis is the real Brennan and 

^elin's staging is the real tjblin and the ^ real Oommission. 

What alone is unreal is that this was the official investigation of tliat most 

subversive of crimes in a society like ours, the assassination of a President of tlie 

fj 

u nited states, a crime that regardless of the intent of the perpetrator or perpetrators 
has and has to have the effect of a coup d* etat. Jt is a cime that makes a banana 
republic of our nountry. 

Brennan^ the sole claimed eyewitness, and the 0 ommis sion^s handling of him and his 
testimony, constitute one of the very best of the very many illustrations of this being 
a banana republic commission making a banana-republic investigation. 



t 



lunchroom of the Texas School Book Depository and poked his 

ft , • / 

pistol into Lee Harvey Oswald's belly. Could Oswald have , wu-Jp? 

Hilt'- Jw /ht^hc ‘ /v *>h lA J-w*t / •/ fktf- ftu aS/A 

fireiS a rifle on the sixth floor ,fclescended the stains , . ana ~~ Y 

il^-\ '2^a [%+ fitrt,'- £ C (OW i 'j - IVMr' < 

-- walked into the lunchroom in time to have met Bak& g-? The 



Warren Commission spent much effort to describe and time the , , 

Oyv (tri jyvft my A/ /Wv't'hA. J A At hutn^ *./ tfu/ /n 

P P i Jnr i f- wa?; in a qnnndry. if 1 it could not na- il this 

't Lify iry^ fl(Ao frt, iri'o 

a nswer wiX h— an— a #f i rm a t 1 ve - yer. -the whole structure of Its , 

(sf) J-a uh^-( u-rv 

t elaborate story wi£h Oswald rt:he lone assassin would tumble to ‘ 

H pieces . — t 

in** 

The Warren Report states P atrolman - M-. , - I r . Baker, on a two 
wheeled motorcycle trailing the last press car in the 
motorcade, heard three rifle shots. "After the third shat" 

£• tt Y\hiU. -tvivfp ( */ ‘ h* j ■ 1 /'I A-*- }u t( i- t l/MU tl'ft 



he drw/£ to the northwest corner of Elm and Houston, 'and 

tWrO ~r 

entere d the lobby, where he bumped into Superintendent Roy 

u - Or irJ A. OthiY l 

Truly who led him across thodtloor to the northwest corner of l / ‘ / k 

CH ‘7 ' ' 

the building to catch the elevators and go to the top floor n-i ■'Vn fh< 

y 

where Baker thought the shots might have come from. Since j/ 



unclosed doors stuck the elevators on the fifth floor they ft-d/h, 
adjoining stairs. Baker following Truly. 



l*-p 

b ookl -to- the 



On the second floor a small open area around the stairs , . 

7 [rf-Piif h't'A l i-h /if i- //'J 1 t k f 

had a door at the edst end. The door wif?h a tiny glass 



if- 

window., opened into a vestibuie. Inside in the vestibule’s 
? ^ 

east wall an always -open door led to the l.unchroom where a 
Coke machine stood along the north wall. 

From twenty feet away the stair-the ascending Baker 
glanced through the small window of the closed outer 
vestibule door and glimpsed a figure "walking in the 
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vestibule toward the lunchroom." Baker rushed in, crossed 
the room, stood in the open lunchroom door, saw a man near 
the Coke machine and commanded him to "come here." The 
"startled" man came, stood in front of the officer who pushed 
his revolver into the man's midsection. The man was "not out 






To determine if it were possible for Oswald to have shot 
from the sixth floor, gone down the stairs, and into the 
lunchroom in time to meet Baker the Commission . staff and 



Secret Service agents conducted two tests. On the first they 
found Baker took 1' 30" to reach the lunchroom and the second 



1*15". On the first r econs true tion they de4u^&d Oswald would 
have required 1'18" to movo a cross the sixth-floor^ come down 



determined he could have done it in 1'14". As a result of 
these tests the Commission conlcuded that "Oswald could have 
fired the shots and still have been present in the second-, 
floor lunchroom when seen by Baker and Truly" 89 




CtiUu Id-T u( VuT 



the stairs and be in the lunchroom . The second test 
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■ When we go into the factual base of the meeting between 
Baker and Oswald we discover an entirely different picture. 



Oswald could not have shot a rifle on the sixth-floor and 

gotten to the second -floor in time to have met Officer Baker. 

Consequently he is excluded from having been the assassin of 

President Kennedy. The evidence is as compelling as it is 

conclusive. But equally credible is the evidence that the 

Commission staff and the Secret Service agents falsified the 

reenactment to fit their much desired conclusion necessary to 

the official solution to the murder. n , ^ 

j)vU] /Sfa bU 4 U ^ rja fflr & Ilf ( 

Officials slowed down Baker^s arrival time. The test 

3 - t - ar to d timing him af-Ler the first shot. 90 when in fact Baker 

v 

testified he ( mavg d^ at the sound of the third shot. 91 Since 

the Commission estimated the shooting sequence consumed 4.8 

ct It ^ 

to 7 seconds we must subtract. 4 . 8 seconds from estimated time 

7 </ - 

of Baker ’ s arrival . 9 2 

In the first simulated test Baker moved at a walk into 
the Depository. 93 In the second at a "kind of a trot." 94 
Neither ate correct. Employee Eddie Piper standing outside 
the Depository testified before the Commission that the 
police officer ran. 95 Others present told of the officer 
bowling poeple over as he made a mad dash to the entryway. 96 
But proof from a motion picture known to the staff but not 
used by them to peg the factual background in reality puts 
the speed of Baker at a fast clip. Professional cornerman 
Malcolm Couch in the camera car of the motorcade made a pan 
of the building and the people. In it Baker’s motorcycle is 



76 h 
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seen on the grass where he swore he left it. The time is 
within ten seconds of the assassination, meaning Baker flew 
into the building. 97 This faster time reduces by ten seconds 



"the official test time. 

We must also diminish the time by another five seconds 

imposed on the scene by Roy Truly' s actions. He led Baker up 
dj. am 

the stairs 7 and did not see the vestibule door closing ^ if "'N 

6 cV 1 ' 

Oswald had descended the stairs he had to have come through ) 

it. 98 Baker came about five seconds behind him. He did not 



see the door closing either. 99 the door operated with a 4 &_UU'fv 

/{ cloud ju dar ■' Y ~ * • ' * v 

f¥Yvrt closure dev f ice rjagui xing ae -vtrrc 
,Uil w '» t l we must'’substract another ffTve 



x /{ cl cud tk d»fr 4l-nJ ^ . Uhi 

, closure dev f ice neimJ_r. ina nevcaal scconas ~ paust ^-4b-^4m^ly— ghut 



u'M 



(five seconds for the closure I ///^ 

mechanism to work. 100 

What we find is the total of the time reductions add up 
tc/^24.8 seconds providing us with a time of arrival for Baker 



7 L 

of 1 minute 4.2 seconds 



On the other ^ hand the staff slowed Oswald down to .Aft’W&i (Lt 
-A/k?i 1h< .Uf/h f'Ctfr , 

J accomodate! the meqt - l -ftg-r 1 0 1 Timing began after , the third shot. 



Ql'\ 



but this is an error for the rifle contained a chambered 

CUwpn _(ct Ma&L 

' four th^oune^requifing /another 2.3 seconds^t- o - -loa d . 1 0 2 The 
official procedures did not incorporate the leisurely motion 



> Mf 



witnesses outside the building attributed to the man in the 
window who ^af ter shoot ing waited several seconds before 
withdrawing. 103 Five seconds must be added to Oswald's time. 



h * 



We also must add another five seconds to enable the fleeing 



t ^ 1 

L ‘/X)l/r assassin to scale the shield of boxes behind the sniper's 






window. 104 No opening existed to move through quickly and one 
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would have to go over the top. Oswald would have to have 

/ y 

used only, elbows / shins, and chin too scramble up and over L 

P a tiS'i'Lr 

& 9 nC- no ^finger prints appeared on the many boxes and Oswald 
-did not use gloves. 105 

u ln7 We tack on another five seconds to the official tally to 
' A ‘ 

•v enable the shooter to wipe the rifle clean of prints. 

Experts found no prints on the visible parts of the weapon, 

on staff and S 
ed iihe^^i-s/ii 



1 the clip or the empty casings. 106 Commission staff and Secret 

f/tm 

ime by 

, / 



Service Agents ignored this. -Bat they gained 
to •-{Ml 

cfo«-to&jrHg < the time required to hide the ririe. mien // ,. ^ U p, 

, originally discovered the Mannlicher-Carcanq lay on t.h6 floor 
i /l/P <Cf l l'Y-( MiU H fly i o-t j 1 (y > / frit ilsit-i'Uj y ' ' ' 

V benaa4V'C£ir tons ^icESS^n-nt sur rounded 'by an islapd of five . , / 

(j'ljuiwh .{JutsN i k 1 Ftirtyi f>'U+ft> f h'-jut' tiaixUy /A 

■'f^nt- high b o oh * boxe s . 1 From con te m porary ohotoc tr t r phs and 

6 ‘'Vw/viur .^w/, AM k'^ yl'H/hn 7 r l ^ >*yU iurutf . h/U'* < 

J ^ witness testimony we know the masking of -r ho - ririe — f rom v -i pw . , ’ 

/WPp W \U^ yicrwT''T> 

j toot, mapy /seconds . 1 08 The Commission sta'f*r re solved this time — ^ 

J ,kj . knmiA ?t( iCl'W'Ct Jfaw - w\ Jy -IvtU / lA~t tkf; 

^’^i rtY l in j n'J inqjw->d i muni - hy rhci fr-j . ndnl ent mpthAfi of having i dle ' 



o enittuiunq nnipe ri i ntern: - ay rno irauu ui enr mp i non ni navi 

J., MU\k^s sdifLCT . ItiVt-M. CipiA^C ivt'J lisdl lC'U.&A-I-x 'Sj MW 

! *. stand-in for Oswald , simply hand -off the rifle to a Secret 1 

rv’ p u\^m\ io 7 Uw{ M pfat/ ik L<h a« yfrn ! 

Service Ar^ni- whn ^hand ed it 'over the wh 11 of cartons, to 



*7 



another - hi an who me- re- ly - plae ed — il — o a- the - f1 . oor -. -1 0i) No finger 



prints were discovered on the boxes. To scale the box wall, 
move the heavy cartons of books, place the rifle, more the 
cartons back over it, re-scale the boxes all by elbows, 
knees, and chin must have taken at least 20 seconds,-. a low 

- nui " ber - ' y&dt$Up. 

Par yet another omitted portion of the reconstruction 
nHH Five spc iaftds. Three witnesses on the fifth-floor 
testified they heared nothing at all on the sixth-floor 
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foiowing the shooting . ' ° 9 Since the rough flooring and good 
acoustics enabled them to hear even the empty casings being 
ejected from the rifle above them during the shooting we must 
accept this evidence as particularly valid, even though the 
Commission ignored it.-' 10 Oswald's movements across the floor 
would have had to have been at a slow walk, not the brisk 
pace of the simulation. 

We must add a final component of the Coke Oswald held 
when confronted by Baker. The Report insisted' he did not 
have one, but this is not a valid reading of the evidence. 
Both Truly and Baker originally said he had a Coke in his 
hand. Baker gave a handwritten statement the day before the 
Report was printed where he noted the presence of the Coke in 
Oswald's hand, only to mark it out before handing it in. 111 
The original story out of Dallas, noted critic Sylvia 
Meagher, had both Truiy and Baker saying Oswald held a Coke 

in his hand. Chief of Police Jesse Curry announced it too in 

/ 

a press conference on the 23d. 112 Surely to stand before a 
machine, search and fiddle with a coin, insert it, pull or 
push the mechanism, wait for the bottle to dispense, pull it 
out, must take fifteen seconds. Added to the total of 

omitted times wp: arrive at a final computation of Oswald's 

/ 

time of 2 ' . 11 /3" . 

/ 

Subtracting Baker's real time from Oswald's real time we 

/ 

must conclude Officer Baker arrived at the second-floor 
lunchroom l.'07.1" before Oswald could have arrived if he had 
been on the sixth-floor. 
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OFFICIAL AND REAL TIMES 

Of Officer Marrion Baker and Lee Harvey Oswald's 
Movements leading to their 2d floor meting. 



M. L. Baker's Movements Reconstructed 



Official place start 
time start 
MLB pace 

Time lapse: 



200’ from TSBD 
first shot 
walk/trot 

trial A: 1'30"; B: 1*15" 



Real 



place start 84' from TSBD 
time start last shot 

MLB pace run 

Truly 's lead on stairs 
Mechanical door closing 



adjust . 

adjust . 
adjust . 
adjust . 



-4.8" 

10 . 0 " 

5.0" 

5.0" 

-24.8" 



corrected (real) time on MLB arrival: 

] '30"-24.8"=l '04 .2" 



L.H. Oswald's Alleged Flight Reconstructed 



Official time start 
flight path 
rifle 
pace 

Time iapse: 



after 3d shot 
unimpeded 
placed by other 
brisk/run 

trial A: 1*18"; B: 1'14" 



Real 



time start 

leisurely 

rifle 

flight path 

rifle 

LHO 

LHO 



4th chambered 
slow withdr'l 
wipe clean 
obstructed 
hidden 
slow walk 
draw Coke 



adjust. +2.3" 
adjust. 5" 
adjust. 5" 
adjust. 5" 
adjust. 20" 
adjust. 5" 
adjust. 15" 
+57.3" 



corrected (real) time on LHO arrival: 

1’14" +57 . 3"--2 ’11.3" 



Real Time Conclusion 

2 'll. 3" Officer Baker arrived and met L. H. Oswald on the 
- 1 ' 04 . 2" second floor 1'07.1" before Oswald could have 
1'07.1" arrived if he had been on the sixth-floor 



• The measurements do not stand alone the testimony of 
three employees sustain the real times. On the fourth-floor 
Victoria Adams and Sandra Styles watched the motorcade pass, 
heared the shots, and "immediately" descended the stairs to 
the first floor. Adams saw or heared no one . 113 

The staff .ignored Styles and did not in anyway seek her 
information, an inexplicable act for attorneys seeking to 
know what occurred in those minutes .1 1 < Jack Dougherty worked 
on the fifth-floor near the elevator s. and the stairs and he 
did not see or hear anyone on the stairs. 13 5 Oswald would 
have had to have been on those stairs and be heard running 
down them if he had shot President Kennedy. No other 
construction of the evidence is possible. He was not on 
them 

Since the meeting between Oswald and Baker occurred — it 
is beyond dispute--it exculpates Oswald from having murdered 
the President. The fudging of times, manipulation of 
actions, and the omisison of key data in the Commission’s 
examination and simulation of the episode rests on its 
predicate of the guilt of Oswald. 
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Because three men did hear what they thought was the sounds of shells being ejected and 

' ^ the fl ° 0r ^ tht th0y al3 ° WOuld hearfZ aZdSnl' a man 

running across the floor above them. They did not. It there/fre is apparent that if 

0SWald ^?:V h9r9 ^ l6ft ’ 116 d±d leOTe rUnning but Walked 3l0W ^ enough not 
to make anywise. Neither of the Commission's re-enaotments was consistent with this. 

Both had a man going fast* 

Oswald with a <*oke also created major problems for the Commis ion a.d its re- 
enactment. although the tteport states that he did not have a O 0 ke when Baker and Truly 

saw him, the Commission had impartial evidence that in fact he did in fact have the Coke 

, . , ,,, ^uiUu'utts*/ 

be-o^e Baker and ruly saw him. Baker himself signed a (statement to this effect the day 

before the ^port was Printed. And as theZ^C^a^n critic, the late Bylvia '"eagher 

noted, the e^iLst reports out of Dallas - before there was a Commission - quote both 

Baker and Auly as saying that O swa ld had a Coke in his hand when then encountered him 

CIJU yy,^ ,n,j tint .luntJf ~/„, u /A 

( omethin £ ^ 0U blissed or I recall incorrectly- check Whitewash. I did-110-2^ 

. M,( ft. iS ”°* «» cm, Mosul, OU itT^ ‘ 

own integrity rritTim. 1 dling of this incident. *t not only had to make it appear to be 

f b fcfk at ^° 0Wald ° 0uld ^ been the assassin and get into the lunch room with the 

Ooke machi^ei before Bala- and x ruly got there - w«Lch also means not being seen by Truly 
as he run up the stairs the Commission says Oswald came down, anotHeFtimi^considerationy 
omitted by the Commission - it had also to get Oswald out of the TSBD building less than 
three minutes after the first shot was fired. The Commission's own reconstruction has him 
leaving the building by 12:33 p.m. (R155) 



A A- iit-tld u[j 



Mrs. Robert A. Iteid, a Depository employee, had been standing>n its front steps,* 
with her superior, O.V. Campbell. When they heard the shots she ran back into the building 
and to her office, which adjoined the lunchroom.When David Belin deposed her his time 

. AT 

reconstruction e s ta b lished the time her run to her office required at two minutes. It 

thus was at least two and a half minutes after she heard the shots, lj&ked around and saw 

.J Ac •ksh? ' /*' 

the crowd reaction to winch she testified, and had the brief disiySVsion sfAda±ailed~in ‘ 



c. 



he r - tes timony^ and was /in her office* The probability is that it took her more time than 

a ■ - fiJL 

^elin wanted to- thefrecord^ But even this ogerly-condensed time deatroys the Commission' s 
reconstruction because, while the Commission could not come up with a single person who 
saw Oswald leave the building, it was sadlle^ with * rs. ^eid, who saw him after Baker and 
Truly let him go* 

Oswald, she testified, walked into her office with a jmrttaiiyKKsnanjxiHd ^oke in 
his hand* He/ recollection was so clear she specified it was in his right hand* 

She also testified to Oswald* s appearance at the time he walkedN^ougETier 7 " 

office and it was not the appearance of anyone who has just committed murder- #&■ 
the assassination of a Preident* She described him as walking at a very slow pace and 
as "calm." (3H279) 

Her testimony i3 still another fatal blow to the Commission’s essential - but also 
impossible -time reconstruction* That she saw Oswald walking through her office at' ter 
Baker let him go in itself makes the Commission* s conjecture, that he left the building 
by $\ 203 impossible. The Commission had to have him itawTseven block away and getting 
into a bus stalled by .the traffic^ jam he had just created, within seven minutes, in itself, 

(liA't' u*h% t\U itirtuj A/iti u h * ArA r 4v JJ U ^ \ c ' { o 

unlikely pt a walk and h a d hd -r un he l q -ft av < d b e ei r~ggen. [ u /^,/cv/ Ut/X- 

^ c irlc i I'X o'Vyy 

The Commission also had to have Oswald wearing iheT'shirt shown in the many photo- 

r. (k— 

graphs of him. But AA rs. f^eid was specifiboji stating that when she saw him Oswald was . 

iy /' Oswald U^tO pri ^ *f * a j'* ' 1 * 

not wearing any shirt and was in a T -shirt* Show/ the shirt i n whioh lie w tt a--trfirrt^frohed 
ii'i'tA Vi\ ^ A ^ , 

iJMUfi effort to get her to "aiemember ,, what ah e- d id not -remeaber and insisted wasn t so* 

>ijhe was unequivocal: ** I have never, so far as a know, ever seen that shirt. "(3H276) 

r ^his means that Oswald, from the Commission's own evidence, had to go somewhere else 

in the building and get that shirt, put it on, get rid of the coke, and be out of the 

building, begijnning in an office on its second floor, is less than a half minute* 

There is no innocence here .in any of theCommision s /reconstructions, those it 

A i 

faked, those it ignored, those it misrepresented, and those it was simply untruthful about 

in its Import* 0$ 

No part of the Commission'd reconstruction worked and unless^# worked the 
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Commission itself exculpated Oswald while electing him the lone assassin, 



'Belin's lusty collaboration with all this fakery is his own characterization, 
particularly years later when he sold books in which he castigated all who disagreed 
with him as Cionmercializers , exploiters and sensationalists* 



f 



aI’ m not taking time for your charted time reconstruction now because you do not 
want to interrupt an exciting story for it, because if your text is adequate you don*t 
need it, and because if you decide you do want it, it needs more and should be in an 
appendix, ^ou've omitted th&t they even had the elderly Warren huffing and puffing his 

act"' 

Oswald/through the sixth-floor reconstruction. That is precious and should be included but 

L Vlo vf JurLUirtfr's? ItfTl? 

£do not have that at hand. £ just remember it, but not from where I saw it. y — "/ 

r ^his does not exhaust the Commission’s selfO -destruction in its phony time re- 
constructions. There is more in its testimony, the testimony of people who had to have 
seen Oswald rushing down those stairs - if he had been on the sixth floor to begin with. 

Three are Victoria Adams, ^Sylvia Style spuid Jack Dougherty* 

The first two were watching the motorcade from the front windows of the fourth, floor 

<2 X ftXtujg 

After the shooting they "immediately" went to the firwt floor, using^the stair s^orT / 

which rflhey saw neither Oswald nor Baker and £ruly. Sylvia Styles was ignored but Victoria 
Adams did testify. They just ignored her testimony about not seeing Oswald, Baker or 
x ruly. ^AT this point, if my recollection is correct, you may want to include what ± have 
in Whitewash II about Adams* testimony about seeing a bullet impact on tilm Street) 

Doughtory was working on the fifth floor near the dtairs and he also did not see 
Oswald rushing down them* 



There is no question about it - Baker and 

/ft O' 



~T*vuly did see and speak. to Oswald in the 



second-flj^r lunchroom* Bather than be a link in the chaih of evidence aghinst Oswald, 
that they did encounter him actually exculpates him. it is proof positive that Oswald 

m cur ' 

could not have been lurking in the so-called "sniper’s den" on the sixth floor and that 
he could not have been the assassin* 

The Commission had reason to believe not only that Oswald had not been on the sixth 
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floor at the time of the shooting - it had reusoo to believe, despites its diligent 

efforts' to avoid it, that Oswald had in fact been on the first floor, possibly on the 





front s t fti g e watching the meteraced motorcade* 

Unless he had been on the second floor all along, there is no other way in which 

-thurih A///*; amt 

Oswald's unquestionable presence in that lunchroom oanrte^^ountednfor, 

(Here pick up from Whitewash the nonsense of getting Baker to say that Oswald 

could not have used the front stairs, from the doorway, to get the to the lunchroom. 

aw 



No more is needed to leave it without poss: 



of lL ^ J j 

ssibility o f-^ro aa o nabl i 



^- qu e sti o ning o r 



doubt at all that the Commission's knowingljy dishonest efforts to convict Oswald actually 



esculpated him* 



As with all else, there is more. For example, getting back to the impossibility of 

Oswald's being out of the buidiing by 12;j53 pm. , which is absolutely indispensiblo if the 

rtfst of the Commission's time reonstructions are to be possible, like his getting on the 

bus that could not mpve because of the traffic jam he had created, taking the. cab to < / 

■fay*’ thyUVl'T CUtifUQi, /h>;'Ka >' t gu{ ijrfh ,Uf (UA <*»'/ /. A, Ulw^ 

aeyg g t l - diff o r o nt ptaeee 4 hat woro no t his rooming house~Ihetead of to it, etc. , and^/*^ ^-/t fl\ 
' 

-.even making it seem possible that he could have shot and killed Officer J.D. Tippit. 

The Commission did not take testimony from Kobert MacNeil, now of the MacNeil- 
Lehrer -Keport, then a correspondent for i.BC News in the motorace motorcade but well back 
in it. MacNeil is one of those who left the press vehicles and rushed to the scene of the 



crime. After taking enough time to learn a bit of what happened he ran into the TSBD 



building to find a phone and phone his the most important story of his lifetime to NBC 

I 1 

.^ews* As William Manchester reported in his Camelot , Death of a President," the person 
'^EoT l is^s^ MacNeil whim, the pay phone was was - Lee Harvyje' Oswald! ^ ' 



MacNeil was interviewed about this for the PBS "Nova" commemoration of the 2^th 

anniversary of the assassination (date) He told the world what the eminences of the 

Commission suppressed, that in fact he had been directed to the phone by Lee Harvey 

Oswald. And that Oswald showed no sign of just having pulled the "crime of the century." 

It would have been a complete physical impossibility for MacNeil to have left the 

U ~h> 

press bus so far back in the motorcade, gotten to rtea^ the TSB£), learned' enough to want 



ia - }3 B bU o, * ° ruort t0 NBS News » gotten Into the building, found one who could direct 
him to a phone and done all of that in less than three minutes after the first shot was 
fired, i’his means that Oswald could not possibly, 0 n this basis alone, have been out of 
the building and on his way to full Mjoyment of the mqjster traffic jam^by 12:53, without 
ljjhftfc- which the rest of the Commission^ time reconstruction canqt be made even to look 
like it was possible when, in fact, in even the Commission's version the rest of its 
time reconstructions do not work* 

"Truth was outi<only client," the Commission's atill-unrepen*ent counsel, like 
/ftelin, line areln Specter, who became a u nited States Senator from his work on the 
Commission, like Judge Bert Coffin, say. 

They left poor ‘j-'ruth buried in their ignored evidence while they shyotered out 
a frame-up that disgraces us all forever. 

Not alone with the trickery of their phonied-up time reconstructions. 



